


































RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Johnny French 
jfrench@stx.rr.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. As a former member of the Laguna Madre ICT and a USFWS representative 

during coordination on many USACE navigation projects, you are aware that the 
USACE does not make news releases at this stage of NEPA compliance, except 
for notices of availability or public and scoping meetings.  The USACE held two 
public information meetings during the public comment period on the Draft EIS 
to inform the public on all issues concerning the project and some of the news 
media attended at least one of the meetings.  The USACE will continue to review 
the management plans in the DMMP in coordination with the ICT and will make 
revisions as needed. 

 
2. Thank you for locating the error.  The Final EIS was reviewed many times, but 

errors in a document this size will sometimes slip past reviewers.  The error is 
very minor and will not affect the information provided in the EIS nor the 
interpretation of it by readers. 

 
3. A map showing Emmords Hole was not included in the EIS because of the scale 

and other features in the existing maps would make it unreadable.  Emmords Hole 
is indicated as being adjacent to PAs 183-189 in the text to provide an idea of the 
location.  The exact location of the site, other than the deepest area near PA 186, 
is not necessary since the entire hole would not be used for deposition of dredged 
material if it were to be used at all.  The area is a well known feature and its 
delineation is no more necessary than is one for another well known feature 
discussed in the EIS called “The Hole” or “Nine-Mile Hole”.  PINS boundaries 
are provided in Figure 1-1 on page 1-5.  A table of capacities of the 10 PAs within 
the PINS boundaries was not provided because they are unconfined, open-bay 
sites and have an unlimited capacity for the next 50 years or more.  Subsequent to 
public review of the FEIS, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole has been 
rendered moot with Congressional language added to an appropriations bill 
(Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832).  This language clarified Congress’ intent 
for the USACE to use all existing PAs as described in the FEIS and DMMP in 
maintaining the GIWW in the Laguna Madre.  This includes all the PAs located 
inside PINS boundaries.  Therefore, there is no need to use Emmord’s Hole for 
any “excess” dredged material normally designated for existing PAs inside PINS. 

 
4. We believe it is stated clearly that Emmords Hole was considered as a potential 

disposal site only if the USACE could not use the designated PAs without 
restrictions from PINS.  There is no capacity issue for these PAs.  The USACE 
has no intention of preparing another EIS for a special use permit to use these 
PAs.  This EIS consumed 8 years and over $5.5 million in study and preparation 



and covers the small portion of the Laguna Madre inside the PINS boundaries, as 
well as the entire Laguna Madre between the JFK Causeway and Port Isabel. 

 
5. While we cannot advise a private citizen on where to send comments, this may be 

an opportunity to accomplish the suggestion you made in comment #1. 













RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Kathryn M. Griffith 
456 Eldon Dr., #1-3 
Corpus Christi, TX  78412-2407 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  The USACE is actively working with an 

Interagency Coordination Team (ICT) comprised of eight State and Federal 
resource agencies and two advisory members to designate sites for disposal of 
dredged maintenance material, create management plans for handling the dredged 
material, and monitor the sites to ensure the objectives of the management plan 
are achieved. 























RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Paul & Sam Tisdale 
334 Canterbury Dr., #258 
Corpus Christi, TX  78412-2824 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





















RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Mike Anderson 
Mand13846@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Mcdtime2@cs.com 
 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Unfortunately, there is not enough sand to build a 

massive point in the surf and the cost to place a pipeline to the site and pump the 
material would be prohibitive. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
JM Olson 
41 Camden Place 
Corpus Christi, TX  78412 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Guy Hutchison 
Htchs38@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Alvin Saathoff, PE 
Alvin.saathoff@elementis-na.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Ryan Gandy 
rgandy@earthlink.net 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comment.  See response to comment #1 above for a resolution 

to this comment. 
 
3. Thank you for your comment.  See response to comment #1 above for a resolution 

to this comment. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Captbehnke@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Van Baker 
Van.baker@puffer.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comment.  See response to comment #1 above for a resolution 

to this comment. 
 
3. Most of the dredged maintenance material (42% - 93%) in the vicinity of 

Emmord’s Hole is composed of fine silts and clays rather than sand and cannot be 
trucked to an upland site for disposal.  It is a very fluid material that would leak 
out of trucks making this method of transportation impractical.  Pumping the 
material directly to the shoreline north and outside of the King Ranch is also 
impractical as it would require several booster pumps.  Even if the dredged 
material could be transported to the mainland, it is not suitable for renourishing 
eroded areas due to its fluid nature and would not provide a barrier for future 
erosion. 

 
4. Thank you for your comment. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Scott Cowan 
Sunbelt Supply Co. 
Scott.cowan@hughessupply.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comment.  See response to comment #1 above for a resolution 

to this comment. 
 
3. Most of the dredged maintenance material (42% - 93%) in the vicinity of 

Emmord’s Hole is composed of fine silts and clays rather than sand and cannot be 
trucked to an upland site for disposal.  It is a very fluid material that would leak 
out of trucks making this method of transportation impractical.  Pumping the 
material directly to the shoreline north and outside of the King Ranch is also 
impractical as it would require several booster pumps.  Even if the dredged 
material could be transported to the mainland, it is not suitable for renourishing 
eroded areas due to its fluid nature and would not provide a barrier for future 
erosion. 

 
4. Thank you for your comment. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Kelly Harlan 
P.O. Box 1444 
Dillingham, AL  99576 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comment.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comment.  See response to comment #1 above for a resolution 

to this comment. 
 
3. Most of the dredged maintenance material (42% - 93%) in the vicinity of 

Emmord’s Hole is composed of fine silts and clays rather than sand and cannot be 
trucked to an upland site for disposal.  It is a very fluid material that would leak 
out of trucks making this method of transportation impractical.  Pumping the 
material directly to the shoreline north and outside of the King Ranch is also 
impractical as it would require several booster pumps.  Even if the dredged 
material could be transported to the mainland, it is not suitable for renourishing 
eroded areas due to its fluid nature and would not provide a barrier for future 
erosion. 

 
4. Thank you for your comment. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Tyler Thorsen 
tyler@corpusfishing.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Aleks Necak 
aleks@txrc.state.tx.us 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Richard Gonzales 
5338 Seguin Dr. 
Corpus Christi, TX  78415 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comments.  Please see response to comment #1 above for a 

resolution to this comment. 
 
3. Thank you for your comments.  Please see response to comment #1 above for a 

resolution to this comment. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Jim Overfield 
overjo@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Susan Overfield 
PTLCOJO@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Dan Carrell 
Jcbus677@yahoo.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Kevin P. Byrne 
kevpbyrne@aol.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Ed Velicka 
edvelicka@s-systems.com 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 









RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
John Marsh 
john@marshfamily.net 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. With the exception of three new open-bay disposal sites or extensions of currently 

used sites to deeper water, the DMMP in the Final EIS that was coordinated with 
an Interagency Coordination Team (ICT) composed of eight State and Federal 
resource agencies designates the use of existing placement areas for material 
dredged from the GIWW.  The ICT went to great lengths to consider all available 
disposal options that were economically and engineeringly feasible, as well as 
their impacts on seagrass and other resources, before recommending the 
management plans described in the DMMP to the USACE.  To reduce impacts to 
the resources, several of the placement areas will be fully confined and others will 
have training levees to help retain more of the material on islands and to prevent 
the material from flowing into nearby circulation channels or seagrass beds.  It 
has been conservatively estimated that the management plans in the DMMP will 
impact 1,307 fewer acres of seagrass than is impacted under the present system. 

 
2. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
3. Thank you for your comments. 





RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Valentine Villanueva 
1938 McCauley Ave. 
San Antonio, Texas  78224 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 









RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
John Barton Green 
15110 Preston Hollow 
San Antonio, Texas  78247 
 
Comment No.     Response 
 
1. Thank you for your comments.  Since the FEIS was released to the public for 

review, the issue over the use of Emmord’s Hole for placement of dredged 
material has been rendered moot.  Congressional language in an appropriations 
bill (Public Law 108-137, 117 Stat 1832) directs the USACE to utilize all of the 
existing PAs described in the FEIS and DMMP for maintaining the GIWW in the 
Laguna Madre.  This language clarifies Congress’ intent that all existing PAs be 
used regardless of location.  Therefore, there is no longer a need to use Emmord’s 
Hole for “excess” dredged material normally designated for an existing PA inside 
PINS boundaries. 

 
2. Thank you for your comments.  See response to comment #1 above for a 

resolution to this comment. 
 
3. Thank you for your comments.  See response to comment #1 above for a 

resolution to this comment. 
 




